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priations committee marked up this bill,
& change in the defense organization had
not been ‘announced by fhe White House.
Had this change been announced at the
time the defense appropriation subcom-

. mittee marked up this blll I certainly

would Lave called it to the attention of
this committee. I do feel it is important
for us to rcalize what has taken place
in the appointment of General Taylor
as Military Adviser to the Presldent of
the United States.

This appointment is in direct con-
flict. with the Unification Act which was
passed by the Congress scveral years ago.
The Unification Act provides that the
military advisers to the President of the
United States will bo the Chairman of_
the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the mem-
bers of Joint Chiefs of Staff. By super-
imposing a military adviser in the White
House over and above the authority of
the Joint Chicfs of Staff and the Chair-
man of the Jolnt Chiefs of Staff,'we have
created a problem which 1 think will.
haunt the United Statca and its militery
preparedness program, We have divided
responsibility contrary to the Unificatlon
Act which was passed by the Congress.
We have an attempt here to set up a
single chief system bypassing the au-
thority of the Congress. We have di;
vided military responsibility at a very
importent time in #he history of this
country. At this time we are facing. s
very important crisis in Berlin -which
should not be faced with split responsi-

- bility.

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman,
gentleinan yield?

Mr. LAIRD. 7 vield to the gentleman
from Michigan. '

Mr. FORD. 1 feel very stronsly that
it 1s unfortunate the President hus es-
tablished aruong his group of White
House advisers a separale milltary ad-
viser to him. Y think it is bad from un
organizas.on point of view to have a
separate fadividual military adviser in
the White House acting, possibly, con-
trary to the rccommefkCations of the

will the

- Secretary of Defense gud the recom-

mendations of the Jolnf; Chiefs of Staff.
This 1s jusd-n bad orgrivizational setup
It can and undoubtedty tyill lead to dif-
ficulty beestwe of (ke olprious pitfalls.

Secondly, ¥ fear foa' ¢ils might lead

- to an underedtting-of thy Yecommenda-
. tion by the Secraga v of PJefanse and by

the Joint Chlcls o Stafly .
.This is no rafiftion on a‘ehcml Taylor.

, He is & man of gireat milifk -y experlence
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a mistake for the President to establish
this office in the White Hkousc afl this
time, - . oo
Mr. LAIRD. I certainly agree with
the gentleman, e

My, MAHON. . Mr.

gentleman yield? . )

r. LAIRD, I yield to the gentleman
from Texas, chaivman 'of the subcom-
mittee, = . :

Mr. MAHON. I would like to ask my
friend from Wisconsin if he would not
agree that the appointment of Gen-
eral Taylor was 1ot In coptravention of
any existing provision of law. - .

Mr. LAIRD. I merely. refer to the
Unification Aet, I would like to state
te the gentleman from ‘T'exas that that
aci clearly states that the military ad-
visers to the President will be the Chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Stafl and
the Chiefs of Stafl.

It seems_ to me that by setting up at-
other echelon of military advice we are
clearly bypassing the Joint Chiefs of
Staff, and I believe this is dangerous.

The President of the United States.
has the authority to appoint the Chair-
man of the -Joint Chiefs'and the Chicfs
of cach of the individual services, and
it seems to me the responsibility in-
stead of being pinpojuted as the law
intended, 15 being dispersed. I agree
with the gentleman from Michigan that
there are certain views of General Tay-
lor which decldedly are not the views
of "the present Chalrman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff who has been giving
them to us in testimony before our com-
mittee. It soems to me that responsi-
bility at a time such'as this nelds to be
pinpolated and should not be spread out
throughout the Governmerrt. .

Myr, MAHON. I have no quarrel with
the law nor with the responsibility
which it fixes upon the Joint Chiefs and
the Eecretary of Defense, but T under-
stardl General Taylor has been ap-
pointed merely as a personal ndviser
and assistant to the President. -

Mr. LAIRD. Let us say as an assist-
ant advising the President -on military
nLASers.

1r. MAHON. But he is not in line
ot coramand, he docs not have power to
act, a3 do the members of the Joini
Chicts of Stafl. *

Mr. LAIRD, It seems to me it shows
complate lack of confidence in the Chalr-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. who is
the mijitary adviser to the President
under the law passed by the Congress of
the Unfied Btates, and we have not been
asked to'change that law, -

Mr. MAHON. Iwould like to polnt out

‘Chalrr‘nan, will the

“that the President necds all the advisers

Jhe can get, Hc gets advice from many
quarters, {nchnling Fetnhbers of his own
Cabinet. I do not see anything wiong
with getting advice from helpful sources,
ahd certainly General Taylor {s & man of
real stature and ability. Thi« should
not be Interpreted in any way as a e~
spudiation of the Joint Chiefs or the
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs; it s mere-
ly an attempt. as I see it, of the Presi-
dent to gzet somebody to ke at his side
from time tc time to assist him ig
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